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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

1 . The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claims 12-15 recites the limitation "the changed stored information" in claims 12- 
15, lines 1-2. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

4. Claims 1-3 and 5-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Fishkin et al(EP 0,929,027). 

As to claims 1-3 and 5-7, Fishkin et al teach a method for transferring 
information comprising storing information about the user(user identification) in a 
physically manipulatable reified device(a key or a guard dog)(see figure 43; and 
paragraphs 24, 142-143 and 145-146); providing a manipulatable user interface 
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between a responsive device(610)(see figures 43-44 and paragraphs 140-141); and 
physically manipulatable reified device(a key or a guard dog)(see figures 43-44 and 
paragraphs 142 and 145-146); placing an object(a user's finger or hand) relative to the 
physically manipulated device(key or garage dog); wherein relatively placing the 
object(user's finger or hand) and the physically manipulatable reified device and/or 
physically manipulating the manipulatable device communicates at least some of stored 
information about the user(fingerprints ) to the responsive device(see figures 43-44 and 
paragraphs 142 and 145-146). Fishin et al teach a method for placing the object(a 
users' finger or hand) on the physically manipulated device(a key or a guard dog) 
provides recognition of the user(user's fingerprints)(see figures 43-44 and paragraphs 
145-147). 

As to claims 2 and 6, Fishkin et al each the stored information having the level of 
authority of user(a user having an authority operating a computer system)(see figures 
44-45 and paragraphs142-143 and 145-146). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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6. Claim 1 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Fishkin 
et al(EP 0,929,027). 

Fishkin fails to point out placing a hat on the physically maipulatable device 
provide recognition of the user. 

Fishkin et al teach an object is a hat(730) and placing a user's finger on the 
physically maipulatable device provide recognition of the user(see figures 43-45 and 
paragraphs 145-148). It would have been obvious placing a hat on the physically 
maipulatable device provide recognition of the user since Fishkin et al teach a user 
identifiers would fingerprints or other unique identifiers(see paragraph 145). 

7. Claims 4 and 8-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Fishkin et al in view of Woolston(5,845,265). 

Fishkin et al fail to disclose the storing information having an asset of a user 
with a credit card number. 

Woolston teaches the identification number could be a credit card number(an 
asset of a user)(see figure 2 and column 9, lines 10-14). It would have been obvious to 
have modified Fishkin et al with the teaching of Woolston, Since using a credit card 
number as an ID number is more secure, a user does not need to memorize it since the 
other users would not easy to find out and people would always carry with it and Fishkin 
et al teach the user's information could be user's unique identification or a personal 
identification number(see paragraphs 143 and 145-146). 

8. Claims 1-3 and 5-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Shintani(6,1 37,480) in view of Takagi(6,052,1 16). 
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As to claims 1-3 and 5-7, Shintani teaches a method for transferring information 
comprising information about the user in a physically manipulatable reified device(3); 
providing a manipulatable user interface between a responsive device (computer and 
display(4)) and physically manipulatable reified device(3); wherein relatively placing the 
object(2) and the physically manipulatable reified device(3) and/or physically 
manipulating physically manipulatable device(3) communicates at least some of 
information about the user(authorization user) to the responsive device(see figures 1- 
3; column 2, lines 24-68 and column 3, lines 1-48). Shintani teaches the object(2) 
placing on the physically maipulatable device provide recognition of the user(personal 
identification information(see figures 1-2 and column 2, lines 33-44). 

Shintani fails to disclose a physically manipulatable device having a memory. 

Takagi teach a physically manipulatable device(12) having a memory for storing 
information(see figures 1-5; column 4, lines 7-14 and lines 31-44; and column 5, lines 
6-50). It would have been obvious to have modified Shintani with the teaching of 
Takagi, so the information about the user could be temporarily stored in a memory and 
the data stored in the transmission buffer are transmitted in the order of saving at a 
predetermined interval(see column 5, lines 48-50). 

As to claims 2 and 6, Shintani teaches the stored information having the level of 
authority of user(see figure 2; column 2, lines 40-44 and column 3, lines 4-48). 
9. Claims 4 and 8-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Shintani in view Takagi of Woolston(5,845,265). 
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Shintain as modified fail to disclose the storing information having an asset of a 
user with a credit card number. 

Woolston teaches the identification number could be a credit card number(an 
asset of a user)(see figure 2 and column 9, lines 10-14). It would have been obvious to 
have modified Shintani with the teaching of Woolston, Since using a credit card number 
as an ID number is more secure and a user does not need to memorize it since the 
other users would not easy to find out and people would always carry with it. 

10. Claim 1 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a)as being unpatentable over 
Shintani(6,137,480) in view of Takagi and Gershon(6,257,984). 

Shintai as modified fails to disclose an object is a hat. 

Gershon teach a card(23, 34) can mounted on a hat(24)(see figures 1-3; column 
1, lines 58-67 and column 2, lines 1-17). It would have been obvious to have modified 
Shintani with the teaching of Gershon, since mounting a card on a user's hat is a 
alternative to mounting a card on a user's hat, mounting a card on a user's hat is more 
comfortable than hanging a card on a user's neck and it can avoid loss and damage the 
card(see column 1, lines 31-35). 

1 1 . Claims 1 2-1 5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Fishkin et al(EP 0,929,027) in view of Goodman et al(5,402,492). 

Fishkin et al fail to change the stored information about the user's level of 
access to the responsive device. 

Goodman et al teach a method for changing the stored information about the 
user's level of access to the responsive device(a first administrative, a second user 
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level) in a memory(125)(a user's information stored in memory could be changed)(see 
figures 2, 9-1 1 ; abstract; column 6, lines 1-23; column 25, lines 23-68 and column 26, 
lines 1-16). It would have been obvious to have modified Fishkin et al with the teaching 
of Goodman et al, so a user's information could be changed as needed. 

12. Claims 12-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Shintani(6,1 37,480) in view of Takagi(6,052,116) and Goodman et al(5,402,492). 

Shintani as modified fail to change the stored information about the user's level 
of access to the responsive device. 

Goodman et al teach a method for changing the stored information about the 
user's level of access to the responsive device(a first administrative, a second user 
level) in a memory(125)(a user's information stored in memory could be changed)(see 
figures 2, 9-1 1 ; abstract; column 6, lines 1-23; column 25, lines 23-68 and column 26, 
lines 1-16). It would have been obvious to have modified Shintani as modified with the 
teaching of Goodman et al, so a user's information could be changed as needed. 

13. Claims 16-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Fishkin et al(EP 0,929,027) in view of Kikinis(5,746,602) and Preston(6,336,149). 

Fishkin et al as modified fail to place the object and the physically manipulatable 
device and/or physically manipulating the physically manipulatable device causes the 
physically manipulatable device to record macros and/or playback macros within the 
responsive device. 

Kikinis teach a method for place the object (a user's finger) and the physically 
manipulatable device(13, doll) and/or physically manipulating the physically 
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manipulatable device(13, doll) causes the physically manipulatable device to record 
and/or playback(see figure 1; column 1, lines 46-54 and column 5, lines 17-25). It 
would have been obvious to have modified Fishkin et al with the teaching of Kikinis, so 
as to provide more function on the physically manipulatable device. 

Preston teach a method for place the object(a user's finger) and the physically 
manipulatable device(14) and/or physically manipulating the physically manipulatable 
device(14)(a. user's finger pressing a key(92, 93) causes the physically manipulatable 
device to record and/or playback macros within a computer(see figure 1 ; column 4, lines 
17-37 and column 7, lines 35-60). It would have been obvious to have modified Fishkin 
et al as modified with the teaching of Preston, so as to increase the processing of input 
data. 

Conclusion 

14. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Yee et al(6,380,924) teach an input device having rewind, play, stop and record 
keys for recording and playback macros. 

McClard(6,438,752) teaches a remote controller having a viewer identifier(72). 

Fuku et al(6,868,170) teaches a vehicle system having a fingerprint verification 

unit. 
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1 5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Lun-yi Lao whose telephone number is 571-272-7671 . 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Bipin Shalwala can be reached on 571-272-7681 . The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



December 1 1 , 2006 




Lun-yi Lao 
Primary Examiner 



